1952 some interesting new data were compiled and are presented below. The three tables represent parts of three distinct phases of the allocation problem. The first shows the percentage of allocated funds allowed each department in each of nine college libraries. (Three of the twelve reported that they do not allocate.) This then is a small cross section of what was being done in [1951] [1952] . The second table shows a new method for determining one of the factors significant in the allocation formula. The third table shows the application of  Table II and one other factor to the problem in one institution. The result, in terms of dollars, was a combination of the formula and a reasoned, frank discussion of local emphasis, aims, and lacunae. The figures were "rounded off" in the process.
a Because endowed funds determine the amount available for Art and Government & I.R., and because Physical Ed. has negligible library use, allocations had no effect on these departments. Hence the factors were omitted for them and a readjustment became necessary. This will be true also of Table III .
In this study a method was used to determine the average cost of books by subject field which it is believed offered somewhat distinct advantages. In this method an analysis was made of net purchase prices paid by the library in the preceding year or two. Thus the cost factor was related directly to demonstrable needs specifically suited to one institution, while eliminating the disparity of discount schedules between subject areas likely to result when using list prices. A percentage factor was then evolved which appears in the last column of Table II . For reasons in part peculiar to Carleton, the determination of the allocation pattern was initially based entirely on the cost factor (Table II) Table / . Special circumstances affecting Carleton were discussed and a frank but admittedly subjective appraisal of the book collection entered considerations before the final allocation was form lated.
